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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response an RCE filed on 03/03/2008. No claims have been 
added. No claims have been canceled. Claims 1, 13, 24 and 26 have been amended. 
Claims 1-9, 11-21, and 23-28 are still pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1 , 2, 4, 5, 9, 1 2, 1 3, 1 4, 1 6, 1 7, 21 , 24, and 26 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tatchell et al. (US PAT # 6,160,877 ) in view 
of Rudrapatna et al. (US PAT # 6,188,905). 
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As to claims 1, 13, 24 and 26, Tatchell teaches a telephone system for 
connecting callers and users, comprising: user specifiable means for defining at least 
one filter for filtering incoming calls (i.e. "screening") and taking user definable 
responses on incoming calls that satisfy the requirement of said at least one filter, in 
which: 

• the user specifies a profile (col. 4 line 5, fig. 5a, col. 20 lines 21 - 34, and col. 8 
lines 5 - 24). Note that "home", "work", and "cellular" reads on the claimed profile. 

• the user has the option of modifying parameters of the specified profile (Abstract, 
col. 4 lines 27 - 30, and col. 10 lines 1 - 5) including specifying at least one filter 
in the profile and specifying user specifiable parameters thereof (col. 13 lines 38 
-49 and col. 18 line 55 -col. 19 line 18); 

• the telephone system includes means for guiding the user through a setup 
sequence (see figs. 6 and 7); 

• the telephone system includes means for applying the user specified profile and 
for modifying the user specified profile in response to a location of the user (see 
fig. 8c and col. 20 lines 21 - 34, col. 4 lines 22 - 26, col. 7 lines 1 - 9, col. 9 line 
64 - col. 10 line 5). Tatchell teaches locations are applied and modified based 
on location. For example, if the user has moved from his house to his office, the 
system of Tatchell modifies/changes the profile from "home" to "office". Thus, the 
"office" profile is applied instead of the "home" profile. 
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Tatchell does not specifically teach "automatically modify the user 
specified profile of the user in response to a network determined cell location of a 
mobile handset associated with the user'. 



However, Rudrapatna teaches in an intelligent dynamic channel allocation 
scheme for mobile communication network, a user can create and store multiple 
profiles that can be used and updated when needed. For Example, if the user 
travels to a new route or travels to a new workplace the temporary profile can 
capture this information and can be used as an alternative profile to the existing 
one (see abstract of the invention and col. 5, lines 41-55). 



Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the feature of automatically changing 
the users profile based on the new geographical place/new workplace, as taught 
by Rudrapatna, into the Tatchell system's in order to provide users/subscribers 
with the maximum coverage for uninterrupted cellular services anywhere the 
user/subscriber travels or moves. 



As to claims 2 and 14, Tatchell teaches that at least one profile depends on the 
status of the user (see above citations and col. 19 lines 1 - 19), selected by the user 
from a list of at least two profiles (e.g. home, office, special, work, etc.), with a set of 
responses correlated with the status specified in the selected profile. Tatchell reads on 
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this limitation in multiple ways. Status can be interpreted as the user's location. For 
example, the system can change the profile based on where the user is located. Each 
profile could have different responses on how to handle calls. The "office" profile may 
direct certain phone numbers to voicemail, while the "home" profile may route all calls to 
the users phone. 

Alternatively, the status can be interpreted as the user's state. For example, the 
user may be waiting for an important/emergency call. In such a situation, the user 
can select the emergency profile. In response to this selection, the system will 
respond by sending all calls to voicemail except for call from a specific name or 
CLID (see example in col. 19 lines 1 - 19). 

As to claims 4 and16, Tatchell teaches changing profiles based on the time of the 
day (see table 6.0 of Tatchell). Moreover, Tatchell teaches multiple responses can 
be sent based on the identity of the calling party. For example, the response could 
either be a message stating "the caller you are trying to reach is not accepting calls 
at this time" (col. 1 9 lines 3 - 5), or the call could be forwarded to a different number, 
or the call could be forwarded to voicemail. Thus, there could be a plurality of 
responses to an incoming call (based on the identity of the calling party) during a 
single profile (e.g. office, work, home, etc.). 

As to claims 5 and 17, Tatchell has been discussed above. In addition, see table 
6.0. 
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As to claims 9 and 21 Tatchell has been discussed above. In addition, the at least 
two filters apply a different response to an incoming call of the same category 
(Abstract and fig. 5a, 5b, and tables 1 - 5). 

As to claim 12, see fig. 5a and 5b and col. 19 lines 1-19. 

3. Claim 3, 6-8, 11,15, 18-20, 23, 25, 27, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Tatchell et al. (US PAT # 6,1 60,877) in view of 
Rudrapatna et al. (US PAT # 6,188,905) and further in view of Hodges et al. (US Pat # 
6,707,901). 

As to claims 3, 6, 7, 8, 15, 18, 19, and 20, the combination of Tatchell and 
Rudrapatna does not disclose expressly that the system accounts for the time zone in 
which the user is located and the time of day in that time zone. 

However, Hodges teaches a screening system that accounts for the time zone in 
which the user is located and the time of day in that time zone (col. 3 lines 41 - 55, col. 
5 lines 21 - 37, and col. 9 line 48 - col. 10 line 18 of Hodges). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to account for 
the time zone in which the user is located and the time of day in that time zone in the 
combination of Tatchell and Rudrapatna into the teachings of Hodges. The 
motivation for doing so would have been to account for time changes due to 
traveling/visiting other countries and route accordingly. If the user were in Europe, 
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the system should account for the local time in Europe. For example, the user may 
have set the system to route all calls after 5pm to his voicemail and all calls before 
5pm to his cellular phone. If a person calls at 6pm from the United States the local 
time in Europe may be 10am. In this situation, the system should account for the 
European local time and route the call to the user's cellular phone, instead of the 
voicemail. This would be possible if the teachings of Hodges were incorporated into 
Tatchell for example. It should be noted that Tatchell teaches changing profiles 
based on the time of the day (see table 6.0 of Tatchell). 

As to claims 25, 27, and 28, see col. 5 lines 50 - 64 of Hodges. 

4. Claims 1 1 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being Tatchell et al. 
(US PAT # 6,160,877) in view of Rudrapatna et al. (US PAT # 6,188,905) and further in 
view of Baniak et al. (pub. No.: 20070047714) 

As to claims 11 and 23, the combination of Tatchell in view of Rudrapatna does 
not disclose expressly that calls that satisfy a specified criterion pass through the 
filter even though they do not satisfy another criterion of the filter. However, Baniak 
teaches calls that satisfy a specified criterion pass through the filter even though 
they do not satisfy another criterion of the filter 1T0068 of Baniak). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to let a call 
pass through even though it does not satisfy all the criterion of the filter in the 
combination of Tatchell and Rudrapatna in view of the teachings of Baniak. The 
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motivation for doing so would have been to be able to override the system in cases 
of emergencies. For example, Baniak teaches that override codes could be given to 
certain people who may need to override the system in cases of high importance or 
emergencies. Thus, a calling party may be able to connect to the called party 
instead of being routed to voicemail, as is normally done. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rasha S. AL-Aubaidi whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7481 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 am to 
5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad Matar, can be reached on (571) 272-7488. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Rasha S AL-Aubaidi/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2614 



